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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This is in response to amendment filed on 3/06/06 in which claims 1-50 are pending. 

' Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
Applicant argues that "Knight does not teach or event suggest a need to spawn a new electronic 
forum". However, Knight clearly teaches wherein " tracking system that monitors and analyzes 
message content traffic from the subscribers and other source" and wherein the "information can 
also be used for . . . adding modifying new groups and/ or classes for subscriber message data 
items (See col. 6, lines 40-53). 

Furthermore, Applicant argues that Burnstein fails to teach matching users by the search 
strings they have provided, not by monitoring available documents in an information stream. 
However, Knight clearly teaches wherein " the tracking system monitors and analyzes message 
content traffic from the subscribers. . . .this routine preferably examines user query parameter, 
retrieved messages, user postings..." (See col. 6, lines 40-45). 

In response to Applicant 's argument that the Office has not established any 
motivation, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Burnstein in the claimed invention of Knight 
in order to invite the match parties to join a frictionless and immediate electronic community if 
they so desire (See page 1, paragraph [0013]) and to help build connections amongst people and 
teams within the larger organization (See page 1, paragraph [0003]). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 1-3, 5-1 1, 13-19, 21-28 and 39-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,778982 to Knight et al in view of U.S. Patent Application 
No. 2002/0032735 to Burnstein et al. 

a. As per claims 1,9, 17 and 26, Knight et al teaches an online content provider system and 
method for compiling, creating and presenting content to users. Furthermore, Knight et al 
teaches an information monitoring device that monitors one or more electronic documents in an 
information stream associated with a first electronic forum, and compares information about the 
one or more electronic documents to one or more rules (See col. 9, lines 43-50 and col. 22, lines 
35-44), Remark: Knight teaches first kind of extraction robot of the present invention 
periodically retrieve content from outside sources and online message board system. The content 
is extracted from these sources according to set of rules, filters or criteria specified by the online 
provider, and/ or gleaned from community based traffic monitoring); However, Knight et al fails 
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to teach forum spawning device that queries a set of users when at least one of the at least one 
rules is satisfied and creates a new forum based on one or more replies from the set of users. 

Burnstein et al teaches an automatic telephone, internet or intranet community formation. 
Furthermore, Burnstein et al teaches wherein an invention that contacts the currently searching 
and the previously searching users and asks them if they want to join a new community on the 
topic of the search string in the following manner. Initially the current searching user is 
contacted by the invention automatically. If that person indicates their interest in joining a 
community then the second action of the invention is to locate non-searching user(s) in the 
matched field and contacted them and ask if they want to join this community. If each answers 
in the affirmative, the invention automatically forms a new community and the users are entered 
as members of that community (See page 8, paragraph [0098]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate forum spawning device that queries a set of users when at least one of 
the at least one rules is satisfied and creates a new forum based on one or more replies from the 
set of users as taught by Burnstein et al in the claimed invention of Knight et al in order to invite 
the match parties to join a frictionless and immediate electronic community if they so desire (See 
page 1, paragraph [0013]). 

b. As per claims 2, 10 and 18, Knight et al in view of Burnstein et al teaches the claimed 
invention as described above. However, Knight et al fails to teach an invitation determining 
device that determines which the set of users queried by the forum spawning device based on the 
one or more electronic documents. 
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Burnstein et al teaches an invitation determining device that determines the set of users 
queried by the forum spawning device based on the one or more electronic documents (See page 
8, paragraph [0098]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate an invitation determining device that determines the set of users queried 
by the forum spawning device based on the one or more electronic documents as taught by 
Burnstein et al in the claimed invention of Knight et al in order to invite the match parties to join 
a frictionless and immediate electronic community if they so desire (See page 1, paragraph 
[0013]). 

c. As per claims 3, 1 1, and 19, Knight et al in view of Burnstein et al teaches the claimed 
invention as described above. However, Knight et al fails to teach wherein the forum spawning 
device queries the set of users to determine the need for the new forum. 

Burnstein et al teaches wherein the forum spawning device queries the set of users to 
determine the need for the new forum (See page 8, paragraph [0098]). 

I would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein the forum spawning device queries the set of users to 
determine the need for the new forum as taught by Burnstein et al in the claimed invention of 
Knight et al in order to invite the match parties to join a frictionless and immediate electronic 
community if they so desire (See page 1, paragraph [0013]). 
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d. As per claims 5, 13 and 21, Knight et al teaches a subscriber maintenance device that 
associates the new electronic forum and at least one of the set of users (See col. 22, lines 35-44). 

e. As per claims 6, 14 and 22, Knight et al in view of teaches the claimed invention as 
described above. Furthermore, Knight et al teaches an electronic document storage device that 
stores the one or more electronic documents (See col. 22, lines 35-44). 

f As per claims 7, 15 and 23, Knight et al teaches wherein the one or more electronic 
documents is at least one of- an electronic message; an e-mail-, a bulletin board posting; and an 
annotation to a shared document (See col. 9, lines 5-65). 

g. As per claims 8, 16 and 24, Knight et al teaches wherein an information comparison is 
based on at least one of a rule-based model and a statistical-based model (col. 9, lines 25-65). 

h. As per claim 25, Knight et al teaches the information storage media wherein an 
information comparison compares at least one of subject information; electronic document 
posting information; and electronic document tracking information (See col. 9). 

i. As per claim 27-30, Knight et al teaches wherein the one or more electronic documents 
are one or more electronic messages (See col. 22). 
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j. As per claim 3 1-34, Knight et al teaches wherein the information stream comprises one 
or more electronic messages flowing between two or more of the users (See col. 5, lines 3-10). 

k. As per claims 39, 42, 45 and 48, Knight et al in view of Burnstein et al teaches the 
claimed invention as described above. Furthermore, Knight et al teaches wherein the 
comparison is between newer messages and older messages to determine when a new topic of 
conversation has begun (See col. 24, lines 52-65). 

k. As per claims 40, 43, 46 and 49 Knight et al in view of Burnstein et al teaches the 
claimed invention as described above. Furthermore, Knight et al teaches wherein the 
information monitoring device detects whether the new topic of conversation is likely to generate 
additional messages (See col. 10, lines 5-10). 

1. As per claims 41, 44, 47 and 50, Knight et al in view of Burnstein et al teaches the 
claimed invention as described above. Furthermore, Knight et al teaches wherein the forum 
spawning device further adds at least one of the set of users to the new electronic forum, and 
wherein the at least one of the set of users messages form both the first electronic forum and the 
new electronic forum (See col. 10) 

5. Claims 4, 12 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 6,778982 to Knight et al in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 2002/0032735 to 
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Burnstein et al as applied to claims 1,9, 17 and 26 as applied above, and further in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,651086 to Manber et al. 

a. As per claims 4, 12 and 20, Knight et al in view of Burnstein et al teaches the claimed 
invention as described above. However, Knight et al in view of Burnstein et al teaches a 
subscriber determining device that determines a set of subscribers based on the one or more 
electronic documents that satisfy the at least one or more rules. 

Manber et al teaches a subscriber determining device that determines a set of subscribers 
based on the one or more electronic documents that satisfy at least one rule (See col. 4, lines 10- 
66). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate a subscriber determining device that determines a set of subscribers 
based on the one or more electronic documents that satisfy at least one rule as taught by Manber 
et al in the claimed invention of Knight et al in view of Burnstein et al in order to dynamically 
create a conversation with other users (See col. 1, lines 43-45). 

6. Claims 35-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
No. 6,778982 to Knight et al in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 2002/0032735 to Burnstein 
et al as applied to claims 1,9, 17 and 26 as applied above, and further in view of U.S. Patent 
Application No. 2002/0059164 to Shtivelman. 
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a. As per claims 35-38, Knight et al Burnstein et al teaches the claimed invention as 
described above. However, Knight et al in view of Burnstein et al teaches wherein the one or 
more rules comprise at least one of the following: how long the current discussion forum has 
been in use; how many messages have been exchanged on the forum; whether there has been a 
suggestion to create a new discussion forum; whether a certain number of messages on a 
particular topic been received within a predetermined time period; whether the rate of messages 
exchanged on a particular topic been statistically greater than normal; or whether a certain 
number of forum members exchanged messages on a particular topic within a predetermined 
time period. 

Shtivelman teaches whether a certain number of forum members exchanged messages on 
a particular topic within a predetermined time period (See page 5, paragraph [0052]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate whether a certain number of forum members exchanged messages on a 
particular topic within a predetermined time period as taught by Shtivelman in order to calculate 
new message load/responses parameters (See page 5, paragraph [0052]). 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Djenane M. Bayard whose telephone number is (571) 272-3878. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday 5:30 AM- 3:00 PM.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Djenane Bayard I / 




